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A B S T R A C T
The net electric charge associated with a bacterial strain is primarily defined by the number of available
functional groups at its surface and we observed that it can determine the limit of detection of a charge-sensing
biosensor. We have investigated the dynamic range of bacterial electric charge variations through binding ne-
gatively charged sodium dodecyl sulphate (SDS) molecules, with the objective of improving the detection limit
of a charge-sensing GaAs/AlGaAs nanoheterostructure biosensor designed for detection of Legionella pneumo-
phila. A two-fold increased zeta potential of L. pneumophila was measured at pH 7.4 following the exposure of
these bacteria to an SDS solution at 0.02 mg/mL. Subsequently, it was possible to detect SDS decorated and heat-
inactivated L. pneumophila at 103 CFU/mL. This illustrates the fundamental role of the bacterial electric charge in
the operation of photocorrosion-based III-V semiconductor biochips. We discuss the mechanisms of bacterial
interaction with SDS, critical aspects of decorating bacteria with this anionic surfactant and the channels re-
sponsible for charge transfer.
1. Introduction
Outbreaks of Legionella from contaminated water sources, resulting
in mortality and morbidity, have been recorded periodically in nu-
merous countries. Inhalation of Legionella-contaminated aerosols causes
Legionnaires’ disease and Pontiac fever. Among the about 60 known-
species of Legionella, L. pneumophila ssp1 have been identified as the
most common cause of severe pneumonia, or Legionnaires’ disease
[1–3]. Since conventional bacteria detection techniques have not been
effective in preventing Legionella spread, numerous biosensing plat-
forms have been investigated and proposed [4] with the aim of pro-
viding prospective identification of L. pneumophila with automated
devices outside a laboratory setting. Sensors addressing detection of
electrically charged molecules represent a significant portion of the
biosensing field. For instance, electrochemical impedance spectroscopy
[5] and field effect transistor [6] immunosensors have been in-
vestigated for detection of electrically charged biomolecules. In pho-
tonic materials, such as III-V semiconductors, adsorption of electrically
charged biomolecules at the surface of a semiconductor in an electro-
lytic environment can induce perturbation of the near-surface band
structure [7–9], which could be monitored with the photoluminescence
(PL) effect.
The photonic characteristics of GaAs/AlGaAs nanoheterostructures
has provided a compelling platform for detection of electrically charged
bacteria [10–12]. This technique relies on the PL-monitored dissolution
of III-V semiconductors through, so-called, digital photocorrosion (DIP)
in electrolytic environments at rates that could be controlled with na-
noscale precision [13,14]. The perturbation of GaAs-electrolyte and
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AlGaAs-electrolyte interfaces by negatively charged bacteria resulted in
reduced photocorrosion rates, which allowed detection of Escherichia
coli K12 at 103 CFU/mL [12] and heat-inactivated L. pneumophila at 104
CFU/mL [11].
The limit of detection (LOD) is one of the most important para-
meters for biosensing devices, thus numerous techniques, such as
charged self-assembled monolayers [15], electrophoresis [16], chemo-
taxis [17], three-dimensional polymer brushes [18] or centrifugation
[19] have been examined to enhance this aspect. Most bacteria are
known to be negatively charged under physiological pH conditions [20]
and the amplitude of bacterial zeta potential could reflect LODs
achievable with a charge sensing device. Previously, we reported that
heat-inactivated L. pneumophila, extracted from industrial water, car-
ried a smaller negative charge than that of E.coli K12 [11], which was
considered as the potential reason of the inferior LOD for L. pneumo-
phila. In this context, conjugation of synthetic molecules that carry
multiple negative charges to the surface of bacteria seems a viable
approach for enhancing performance of electric charge transducers.
Whereas many studies have focused on modifying bacterial membrane
properties to improve bio-production or drug delivery [21,22], ampli-
fying bacterial negative charge with the purpose of achieving enhanced
LOD has not been addressed. We note that, recently, anionic surfactants
have been used for amplifying the signal of electrochemical field effect
transistors detecting buckwheat allergenic proteins [23].
In this study, addressing the replacement of industrial standard
methods of culture (which require several days for L. pneumophila) and
polymerase chain reaction (which requires as much time for extraction
and amplification from environmental water samples as our method),
we have tried to improve the sensitivity of our DIP method by dec-
orating L. pneumophila with sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS). This proce-
dure should increase bacterial negative charge and eventually enhance
the LOD of GaAs/AlGaAs biosensors. We utilized zeta potential mea-
surements to assess the charge modification of the decorated bacteria
and studied the effect of SDS on bacterial immobilization using our
standard bio-architecture. Here, we report detection of SDS decorated
L. pneumophila (heat-inactivated) with an enhanced LOD reaching 103
CFU/mL based on in situ-monitored DIP of GaAs/AlGaAs nanoheter-
ostructures.
2. Materials and chemicals
Semi-insulating undoped GaAs (001) wafer (AXTG108, AXT Inc.,
USA) and molecular beam epitaxy fabricated GaAs/Al0.35Ga0.65As na-
noheterostructures (CPFC, National Research Council of Canada,
Ottawa) were utilized. Details of III-V nanoheterostructure can be found
in the Supplemental information (SI) file (Fig. S1).
The following chemical/biological compounds were used in our
experiments: OptiClear (National Diagnostics, Mississauga, Canada),
acetone (ACP, Montréal, Canada), isopropyl alcohol (Fisher Scientific,
Ottawa, Canada), ammonium hydroxide 28% (Anachemia, Richmond,
Canada), anhydrous ethanol (Commercial Alcohols Inc., Brampton,
Canada), biotinylated polyethylene glycol (Prochimia Surfaces, Gdansk,
Poland), hexadecanethiol (Sigma-Aldrich, ON, Canada), neutravidin
(Molecular Probes, Burlington, Canada), polyclonal biotinylated anti-
body and Fluorescein isothiocyanate (FITC) antibody against L. pneu-
mophila and E. coli (ViroStat, Portland, Maine), aspartic acid, 1-Ethyl-3-
(3-dimethylaminopropyl)carbodiimide (EDC), N-Hydroxysuccinimide
(NHS), SDS, Dimethylformamide (DMF), Stains-All (all from Sigma-
Aldrich, ON, Canada), FITC (Sigma-Aldrich, MO, USA), bovine serum
albumin (BSA), Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) and bicarbonate buffer (all
from Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA). In all experiments, we used
deionized (DI) water with a resistivity of 18.2 MΩ.
E. coli ATCC 25922 (E. coliA) and S. aureus ATCC 43300 were cul-
tured overnight in Tryptic Soy Broth medium (Thermo Fisher Scientific,
USA). E. coli K12 (E. coliK) was grown overnight in Luria-Bertani nu-
trient broth (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) and colonies of L.
pneumophila ssp1 were cultured on L-cysteine Buffered Charcoal Yeast
Extract (VWR, Canada) agar medium. All bacteria were suspended in
1X phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) at a concentration of 109 CFU/mL.
To inactivate bacteria, E. coliK and L. pneumophila were either exposed
to UV light (λ=250–260 nm, P =100mW/cm2) or were heat-treated
(90 °C, for 20min). In either case, the efficiency of inactivation was
verified by culture (data not shown here).
3. Experimental methods
3.1. Decorating Bacteria with SDS
Bacterial samples obtained from culture media were exposed in PBS
to various concentrations of SDS (0.001mg/mL to 0.02mg/mL in PBS),
while reference bacterial samples were kept in PBS, all for 30min in a
thermomixer (at 37 °C and 175 rpm). The washing procedure to remove
excess reactants from bacterial solutions consisted of two steps. First,
centrifugation at 3000 rpm for 25min, removal of the supernatant and
resuspension of the pelleted bacteria in 1mL of PBS, followed by a
second centrifugation at 3000 rpm for 15min and resuspension in 1mL
PBS solution.
3.2. Zeta potential measurements
Zeta potential of bacteria was measured with a Zetasizer Nano
system (Malvern Instruments) and analyzed using the Helmholtz-
Smoluchowski equation [20]. Measurements were carried out in folded
capillary cells (DTS 1064) using 1mL of bacterial suspension at 106
CFU/mL, with a 180-s delay before each run.
3.3. Spectrophotometric measurements
An optimized method developed by Rupprecht et al. was adopted to
measure SDS concentrations [24]. The absorbance was determined
using a UV-1800 UV–vis Spectrophotometer (SHIMADZU) at λ
=453 nm. Measurements were carried out with a mixture of 25%
Stains-All solution (stored at 2mg/mL in DMF and then diluted 20
times in 1X PBS for use) and 75% SDS solution in 1X PBS (v/v). A
solution of 1X PBS was used to determine the zero optical density (re-
ference). A 109 CFU/mL suspension of heat-inactivated L. pneumophila
in 1X PBS was exposed to 0.02mg/mL of SDS for 30min and then
bacteria were removed by filtration using a PVDF membrane 0.22 μm
filter (Millex-GV, Millipore, Canada).
3.4. Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy
E. coliA at a concentration of 109 CFU/mL was exposed for 30min to
0.02mg/mL of SDS in 1X PBS, and rinsed twice with 1X PBS. FTIR
spectroscopy data of liquid samples were collected with a Perkin-Elmer
Spectrum 100, using standard PTFE membrane cards. A solution of 1X
PBS was used to determine the baseline. Measurements were conducted
with a 1 cm−1 resolution.
3.5. Bio-functionalization and PL based detection
Bulk GaAs biochips were used for enumerating captured bacteria
and GaAs/Al0.35Ga0.65As nanoheterostructures were used for PL based
detection tests. Biochips with surfaces of 2mm by 2mm were thiolated
with a mixture of 0.15mM biotinylated polyethylene glycol thiol and
1.85mM hexadecanethiol in anhydrous ethanol, which had been
deoxygenated with ultra-high purity nitrogen (5.0 UHP) prior to the
thiolation process. The thiolated biochips were exposed for 2 h to
0.2 mg/mL neutravidin, and for 1 h to 0.1mg/mL polyclonal biotiny-
lated antibody against L. pneumophila or E. coli. The quantum semi-
conductor photonic biosensing (QSPB) reader employed in this work
used a 660 nm light emitting diode (LED) for the intermittent excitation
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of GaAs/AlGaAs biochips (3 s in every 60 s period) at P =25mW/cm2.
The specificity of the employed biosensing procedure has already been
established in our previous publications [10,25–27] and further illu-
strated in [11,28–30].
3.6. Fluorescence microscopy
An Olympus IX71 fluorescence microscope was used to collect
images of bio-functionalized GaAs biochips exposed to L. pneumophila
or E. coli (30-min incubation). The surface of the biochips coated with
bacteria was rinsed with 1X PBS and exposed in the dark to 0.05mg/mL
of FITC-antibody against L. pneumophila or E. coli for 1 h. Next, the
samples were rinsed with DI water and dried with a gentle flow of high-
purity nitrogen (4.8 HP).
4. Results and discussion
Fig. 1 shows the zeta potential measurement of L. pneumophila and
E. coliK in 1X and 0.1X PBS (pH 7.4). In 1X PBS, E. coliK had a zeta
potential of approximately−30mV, which increased to approximately
−50mV in 0.1X PBS. The zeta potential values for L. pneumophila were
close to −10 and −20mV in 1X and 0.1X PBS, respectively. It can be
seen that zeta potentials of UV- and heat-inactivated E. coliK were in the
same range as that of live bacteria. Due to safety precautions, we were
unable to measure zeta potential of live L. pneumophila, however con-
sidering the E. coliK results, it seems reasonable to assume that the zeta
potential of live L. pneumophila would be very close to that of UV- or
heat-inactivated bacteria. Halder et al. observed a reduction of zeta
potential in 0.5mM potassium phosphate buffered solution (pH 7.4) for
heat treated (100 °C for 10min) E.coli (MTCC 2939) versus live bac-
teria, whereas a 10-min heat exposure at 100 °C had no significant
impact on the zeta potential of S. aureus (MTCC 96), which was at-
tributed to the thicker peptidoglycan layer of Gram-positive bacteria
[31]. Since in the present study bacteria were heat-inactivated at only
90 °C, this might explain why a zeta potential difference between live
and dead E. coli was not observed. As it can be seen in Fig. 1, both
bacteria exhibited higher negative zeta potentials in 0.1X PBS. This
feature, potentially important for the performance of an electric charge
biosensor, could be explained by the dependence of bacterial cell sur-
face electric charge on the ionic strength of the surrounding solution
Fig. 1. Zeta potential of L. pneumophila and E. coliK in two different con-
centrations of PBS.
Fig. 2. Effect of various concentrations of SDS on zeta potential of heat-inactivated L. pneumophila (a), live E. coliA (b), live S. aureus (c), and effect of incubation time
on zeta potential of heat-inactivated L. pneumophila (d).
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[20]. The zeta potential of bacteria increases in solutions of reduced
ionic strength, however further reduction of the ionic strength strongly
diminishes the buffering capacity of PBS [32] and undermines its pH
stabilizing performance. It was reported that the pH condition can di-
rectly affect photocorrosion of GaAs/AlGaAs nanoheterostructures
[33]. Thus, it was more desirable to increase the negative charge of
bacteria, without further reducing the ionic strength of PBS (less than
0.1X), by decorating them with materials and molecules providing an
additional negative charge.
Fig. 2 displays zeta potential measurements for L. pneumophila
(heat-inactivated), E. coliA, and S. aureus, all decorated with SDS mo-
lecules after premixing the bacteria with SDS solutions at concentra-
tions ranging from 0.001mg/mL to 0.02mg/mL. It has been reported
that SDS at a concentration of 0.05% resulted in destruction of the
bacterial membrane accompanied by a displacement of the nuclear
material [34]. To avoid this problem and maintain the integrity of a
bacterial cell membrane, a maximum concentration of 0.02mg/mL was
utilized in these experiments. For L. pneumophila, as shown in Fig. 2a,
SDS amplified the negative zeta potential of bacteria a maximum of 1.9
times, from - 10.8 mV in 1X PBS, and 1.8 times, from - 18.8mV in 0.1X
PBS. The zeta potential of E. coliA (See Fig. 2b) was improved 2 times,
from -9.3mV in 1X PBS, and by 1.7 times, from -20.5 mV in 0.1X PBS.
However, increases of zeta potential for E. coliA continued only up to
0.01mg/mL of SDS, and no further increase of zeta potential was ob-
served for E. coliA exposed 0.02mg/mL of SDS. Zeta potential values of
S. aureus, as shown in Fig. 2c, increased 2 times, from∼−7.1 mV in 1X
PBS, and by 1.6 times, from ∼−17.7 mV 0.1X PBS, though zeta po-
tential increment continued merely up to 0.005mg/mL of SDS and
further increments of SDS exhibited no major effect on zeta potential
values of this Gram-positive bacteria.
The electric charge of each bacterial strain is determined by the
available groups at its surface and its hydrophobicity [20]. Consistent
with the literature, our results revealed that the zeta potential of Gram-
positive bacteria was weaker than that of Gram-negative bacteria,
probably related to the presence of an additional negatively charged
lipopolysaccharide (LPS) layer in Gram-negative bacteria [31,35].
Furthermore, we observed that under the same conditions, the incre-
ment of zeta potential for S. aureus was saturated at a much lower
concentration of SDS (0.005mg/mL), compared to that of E. coliA
(0.01 mg/mL). Such a trend of zeta potential variations in Gram-nega-
tive bacteria could be due to the higher density of anionic groups and
O-antigen in their LPS membrane, as well as their thin peptidoglycan
layer [36]. The interaction between SDS and membrane proteins is not
well understood, however SDS has been modeled as a ‘lipid-like’ am-
phiphile affecting helical rearrangement of proteins, resulting in pro-
tein denaturation [37]. It is relevant to mention that the concentrations
of SDS utilized in our experiments was not enough to induce protein
denaturation [34] nor to kill bacteria (See Supplementary Material).
Binding of SDS to bacteria is mainly governed by hydrophobic inter-
actions between long hydrophobic chains of SDS and the proteins at the
surface of the bacteria [38]. Since LPS of L. pneumophila is hydrophobic,
due to the presence of the deoxy groups and N- and O-acyl substituents
in polylegionaminic acid [39], it may promote adherence of SDS mo-
lecules to the bacterial surface. It was reported that the highly hydro-
phobic surface of L. pneumophila promoted their adherence to alveolar
macrophages [40] that contain negatively charged sialic acid on their
membranes [41].
Fig. 2d compares zeta potential measurements for two different
incubation times, for L. pneumophila exposed to 0.02mg/mL of SDS.
Comparable zeta potential values obtained for different exposure times
suggested the rapid formation of a stable L. pneumophila-SDS complex.
Decreased and stable zeta potentials of E. coli and S. aureus have been
reported for low concentrations of cetyl trimethyl ammonium bromide
(CTAB), however at higher concentrations of CTAB, the zeta potential
changed over time [31].
We have investigated other negatively charged molecules for mod-
ulation of bacterial electric charge. We observed that electrostatic in-
teractions of aspartic acid with L. pneumophila were much less stable
and efficient compared to hydrophobic interactions with SDS (Fig. S2 in
SI file). Specific binding of BSA showed low efficiency and involved
extra chemical steps (Fig. S3 in SI file). Consequently, it was deduced
that SDS provided the best solution for providing extra negative charge
to bacteria. This approach was also much simpler and faster to apply,
therefore it was further investigated for enhanced detection of L.
pneumophila.
Spectrophotometry experiments were carried out to determine the
incorporation of SDS molecules in bacteria. Absorbance increased in a
linear fashion for SDS concentrations between 0.0025mg/mL and
0.01mg/mL, in 1X PBS solution, with a background absorbance of
0.042 for the reference sample, as shown in Fig. 3. After exposing 109
CFU/mL of heat-inactivated L. pneumophila to SDS at concentration of
0.02mg/mL in 1X PBS, the SDS that had not reacted with the bacteria
was determined after removing the bacteria by filtration. The absor-
bance data of this solution is presented with a green (bold) square. This
indicated that the concentration of SDS in the supernatant was ∼
0.003mg/mL, while the rest of the SDS molecules (0.017mg/mL) must
have been bound to bacteria, assuming negligible loss of molecules
during this experimental procedure. Quantification of SDS molecules
using conductivity measurements in DI H2O resulted in comparable
numbers (Fig. S4 in SI file). Given that the number of SDS molecules
bound to the bacteria (0.017mg/mL) was ∼ 35.5×1015, it was cal-
culated that an average∼ 35.5×106 SDS molecules were attached per
bacterium (at a concentration of 109 CFU/mL). As expected, such a
number of SDS molecules had no effect on bacterial viability, which
was confirmed by live/dead assay (Fig. S5 in SI file). Theoretical cal-
culations based on the Gouy-Chapman model [42,43] showed that the
surface charge density of L. pneumophila, exposed to 0.02mg/mL of
SDS, was almost doubled from ∼ - 0.01 C/m2 (∼ 1.3×105 e) for
bacteria without SDS to ∼ - 0.02 C/m2 (∼ 2.6×105 e) for bacteria
with 0.017mg/mL of bound SDS (Fig. S6 in SI file). Even though the
absolute values could be underestimated, the ratio of the final charge
density per initial number seems reasonable, considering that the em-
ployed model predicted the proper trend of charge variation as reported
in [42,43]. This information is of importance for molecular simulations
as well as fundamental studies of the interaction of SDS with proteins
and other biochemical compounds [44].
Fig. 4 shows FTIR spectra of E. coliA and SDS conjugated E. coliA.
The FTIR transmittance spectra of bacteria contain overlapping signals
Fig. 3. Quantification of SDS molecules using spectrophotometry in 1X PBS.
The free SDS after removal of bacteria from a bacteria-SDS (0.02mg/mL) sus-
pension is presented as a green (bold) square (For interpretation of the refer-
ences to colour in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of
this article).
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that originate from different biomolecules and appear distinctively in
five main regions (Fig. 4a) as defined in [45]. Full FTIR spectra of E.
coliA and that of SDS conjugated bacteria, shown in Fig. 4a, looked very
similar, because SDS molecules have CH2, CH3, SeO and S]O groups
that are also common in bacterial cells. However, Fig. 4b and c show
that in region I the CH3 asymmetric stretch, the CH2 asymmetric stretch
and the CH2 symmetric stretch bands were more intense, well-defined
and clearer in SDS conjugated compared to unconjugated E. coliA.
These are the characteristic peaks related to the fatty acid region of
bacterial FTIR spectra [46] and, in the case of SDS coated bacteria, the
long CH2 chain of SDS could lead to an increased signal-to-noise ratio in
this region. Moreover, the FTIR spectra of bacteria include amide I, II
and III peaks, but the signal from these peaks was masked due to the
presence of SDS on the surface of bacteria, as shown in Fig. 4d and e. In
Fig. 4a, the intensity ratio between peaks in regions III and IV has also
been changed upon binding of SDS to E. coliA. The peaks associated
with the SO3− group of SDS could be indicative of an interaction be-
tween SDS and bacteria. The asymmetric or antisymmetric stretching
Fig. 4. FTIR transmittance of SDS conjugated E. coliA versus unconjugated bacteria (a), magnified spectra at 2700–3200 cm−1 (b) and (c), magnified spectra at 1250-
2000 cm−1 (d) and (e), magnified spectra of 500–700 cm−1 (f), and chemical structure of SDS (g).
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and symmetric stretching vibration of SO3− groups (at 1274 cm−1 and
1117 cm−1 respectively) overlapped with those peaks of bacteria, as
shown in Fig. 4a. However, a new distinguishable peak was observed in
the case of SDS conjugated bacteria at 670 cm−1, which was related to
the vibration of the SO3− group [47], as it can be seen from a magnified
portion of the spectra, presented in Fig. 4f. The preceding dataset
confirmed the presence of SDS on the bacterial surface, while it pointed
to the fact that there was no chemical binding/shifting for the two in-
volved components. This is consistent with the literature reporting that
the interaction between negatively charged SDS and proteins only in-
volves electrostatic and mainly hydrophobic interactions [38,48].
Fig. 5 compares the number of heat-inactivated L. pneumophila and
E. coliK bacteria immobilized at the surface of GaAs biochips for both
bare and SDS conjugated bacteria. In the case of L. pneumophila, Fig. 5a,
no statistically significant differences were found between the two ex-
periments, indicating that SDS did not impact bacterial capture. How-
ever, in the case of E. coliK, a substantial decrease in bacterial capture
was observed. Hassen et al. reported that E. coliK has strong affinity
toward the neutravidin coated surface of GaAs biochips [17]. This was
verified for our employed bio-architecture by exposing GaAs biochips,
coated only with SAM and neutravidin but without grafting antibody to
E. coliK or L. pneumophila (Fig. S7 of SI file). Thus, the difference ob-
served in the capture of E. coliK, shown in Fig. 5b, could be the result of
reduced non-specific binding. Alternatively, reduced affinity between
SDS decorated E. coliK and antibodies, in Fig. 5b, might also have an
impact. As established by the live/dead assay (Fig. S5 in SI file), at an
SDS concentration of 0.02mg/mL, the loss of bacteria through lysis by
SDS could not be considered as a major parameter in capture efficiency
of bacteria. Moreover, disaggregation of the bacterial cell walls requires
a much higher concentration of SDS, typically 0.2% (w/v) [49]. These
results showed that SDS did not interfere with the immobilization of L.
pneumophila and they suggested that it can improve the selectivity of
the employed bioreceptor architecture in the case of a solution con-
taining a mixture of E. coli and L. pneumophila. However, for other types
of bacteria commonly found in industrial water samples more in-
vestigation is required.
Fig. 6 presents PL data for the detection of SDS conjugated L.
pneumophila (heat-inactivated) in 0.1X PBS, and the calibration curve
for this biosensor. This technique relies on in situ monitoring of the
photocorrosion rate of GaAs/AlGaAs nanoheterostructures. The time of
appearance of the PL maximum-intensity has been used as an indicator
of the photon-induced etching rate. The presence of negatively charged
bacteria delayed the appearance of the PL maximum-intensity as a re-
sult of the reduced photocorrosion rate [11,12]. In Fig. 6a, the blue
curve (solid line) corresponds to a biochip exposed to a solution of 0.1X
PBS, as the reference test, and the resultant PL maximum-intensity
occurred at around t =43min. The green (full triangles), purple (full
circles) and red (full rectangles) show data corresponding to individual
biochips exposed to, respectively, 102, 103 and 104 CFU/mL of SDS
decorated L. pneumophila. These biochips had PL maxima positioned at
55, 70 and 120min, respectively. It can be seen in Fig. 6b that the
temporal delay of the PL maximum-intensity position increased linearly
with the concentration of L. pneumophila. This enabled us to correlate
the appearance of PL maximum-intensity with the concentration of L.
pneumophila in a given solution. Fig. 6c compares the delay of PL
maximum-intensities obtained for unconjugated and SDS decorated L.
pneumophila using GaAs/AlGaAs nanoheterostructure biosensors. It
shows that exposing biochips to SDS-L. pneumophila resulted in a no-
ticeable shift of the detection signal, compared to unconjugated L.
pneumophila at the same concentration. For biochips exposed to 104
CFU/mL of SDS-L. pneumophila, an average delay of ∼ 70-min versus
the reference biochip was observed. For the same concentration of
bacteria, only a ∼ 10-min delay was observed for the unconjugated L.
pneumophila. Most importantly, we were unable to resolve the differ-
ence between the PL maximum-intensity of reference biochips and that
of biochips exposed to the unconjugated L. pneumophila at 103 CFU/mL,
however for the biochips exposed to 103 CFU/mL of SDS decorated
bacteria we observed a ∼ 30min delay in the PL maximum-intensity.
The surface coverage data, presented in Fig. 5, indicated that dec-
orating L. pneumophila with SDS had no effect on the bacterial surface
coverage, compared to unconjugated bacteria, whereas the PL data
shown in Fig. 6, revealed a substantial difference in the appearance of
PL maximum-intensity for these two cases. This pointed out the role of
bacterial electric charge in decreasing the photoetching rate of GaAs/
AlGaAs nanoheterostructures.
Chemical dissolution of III-V materials is, for the most part, gov-
erned by the number of hole carriers drifted into the solid/electrolyte
interface [50]. The excess hole carriers generated by photoexcitation of
the semiconductor can contribute either to surface state mediated re-
combination [51], or by participating in the charge transfer reaction
with the surrounding electrolyte via surface states [52]. While re-
combination by means of surface states is non-radiative and in-
dependent of the surface band bending [53], the hole-driven photo-
etching reactions can be changed according to band bending
conditions. It was observed that photocorrosion of n-GaAs was slower
under flat band conditions, compared to n-GaAs with upward band
bending [54]. Chemical- and physical-induced band bending variation
of semiconductors has been studied extensively [9]. Hilal et al. studied
Mott-Schottky behavior of n-GaAs and reported that attachment of
positively charged metalloporphyrin shifted the flat band voltage of the
semiconductor toward positive values by 200–300mV [55]. Moreover,
it has been reported that adsorption of electron acceptor molecules,
such as Cl2 and O2, and electron donor molecules, such as CH3OH, af-
fected band bending of titanium oxide (TiO2) and regulated the rate of
hole transfer at the surface of TiO2 [56]. Furthermore, in several stu-
dies, charge transfer between bacteria and a conducting or
Fig. 5. Surface coverage of bio-functionalized GaAs biochips exposed to heat-inactivated L. pneumophila (a) and E. coli K12 (b), determined by fluorescence mi-
croscopy.
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semiconducting substrate was observed [57,58]. It has been experi-
mentally demonstrated that, on average, around 10−14 C of charge per
single bacterium has been exchanged upon bacterial adhesion to the
semiconducting indium tin oxide surface. This amount corresponds to
only a fraction of the total charge at the surface of the bacteria [58].
Generally, the band bending of a semiconductor could be affected
electrostatically by the surface adsorbed bacteria and/or by possible
charge transfer between adsorbed bacteria and the semiconductor
[57,58]. The degree of band bending would, thus, depend on the dis-
tance between the bacteria and the surface of a biochip, the Debye
length of an employed electrolytic environment [59], the charge of
bacteria and the conductivity of an interfacial layer. Here, the surface of
biochips was covered with thiols, neutravidin and antibodies prior to
the detection experiments. The evidence of charge transport by thiol
has already been reported [60,61]. Moreover, it has been shown that
passivation of GaAs with thiols will not exceed 50% of the whole sur-
face atoms [62], therefore the uncovered area could also influence the
charge transfer between bacteria and the semiconductor.
The foregoing discussion underlines that the increased negative zeta
potential of SDS-L. pneumophila has improved the interaction of bacteria
with biochips by influencing the semiconductor band bending. The PL
results confirmed that decorating L. pneumophila with SDS (at 0.02mg/
mL) enhanced the LOD of the photocorrosion based biosensor by one
order of magnitude in comparison with parallel experiments, as well as
with the previously reported data [11].
To implement the SDS decoration step in a detection scheme of L.
pneumophila, a small volume of industrial, recreational or surface water,
typically less than 1 L, would be filtered and, if required, concentrated
[63]. After exposure to a highly acidic environment (pH ∼ 2.2) to
eliminate most of the non-L. pneumophila bacteria [64] and suspension
in PBS solution, the filtrate would be mixed with an SDS solution to
produce SDS-decorated bacteria. After removal of unbound SDS by
washing, detection would be carried out in a PBS solution. Detailed
research has yet to be carried out to verify the selectivity of the bio-
sensor, as well as its sensitivity, reproducibility and reusability [65,66].
All of these parameters are the subject of intensive research carried out
in our laboratory and they will be covered in future reports, but this
exceeds the scope of the present manuscript.
5. Conclusions
We have investigated bacterial surface charge amplification by
decorating L. pneumophila, E. coliA and S. aureus with negatively
charged biomolecules. Hydrophobic interactions of SDS molecules with
bacteria resulted in a nearly twofold increase in the negative zeta po-
tential of both Gram-negative (L. pneumophila, E. coliA) and Gram-po-
sitive (S. aureus) bacteria, with an attractive stability of molecular
binding. We were able to increase the zeta potential of L. pneumophila
from - 10.8mV to -21.05mV in 1X PBS, and from - 18.8mV to
-34.85mV in 0.1X PBS, by exposing these bacteria to 0.02mg/mL of
SDS. Spectrophotometry data suggested that the improved zeta poten-
tial originated from attachment of ∼ 35.5× 106 SDS molecules per
Fig. 6. Representative PL data from bio-functionalized samples exposed to different concentration of SDS decorated L. pneumophila (a), statistical analysis of PL
maximum-intensity vs time for numerous repeated detection tests (b), and comparison of PL maximum-intensity delay versus reference (unconjugated) and SDS
conjugated L. pneumophila (c).
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bacterium. By employing the Gouy-Chapman equation, it was estimated
that at a concentration of 0.017mg/mL of bound SDS, the surface
charge density of L. pneumophila in 1X PBS increased from ∼ - 0.01 C/
m2 to ∼ - 0.02 C/m2. This suggested that ∼ 35.5× 106 SDS molecules
added 1.2× 105 e per bacterium, with each SDS molecule providing the
equivalent of 0.0035 e. Furthermore, using a maximum concentration
0.02mg/mL of SDS caused no major damage to the cell membrane of E.
coliA or S. aureus. Hydrophobic interaction of SDS with the surface of E.
coliA was confirmed by FTIR-revealed traces of SDS molecules. Some
reduction of the nonspecific interaction of SDS-decorated E. coliA was
observed with the employed bio-architecture. In correlation with the
zeta potential results, PL measurements confirmed that the LOD of the
GaAs/Al0.35Ga0.65As nanoheterostructure biosensor for L. pneumophila
was enhanced to 103 CFU/mL, which is one order of magnitude better
than our previously reported results. This result belongs, arguably, to
the best results ever reported for detection of L. pneumophila with a
biosensing device. For instance, Li at al. [67] and Lei et al. [68] re-
ported detection of L. pneumophila with electrochemical impedance
spectroscopy at 102 and 105 CFU/mL, respectively, while Enrico et al.
[69] and Foudeh et al. [70] reported detection of L. pneumophila at
∼104 CFU/mL with SPR technology. Recently, Martin at al. [71] re-
ported detection of L. pneumophila at 104 CFU/mL using an ampero-
metric magnetoimmunoassay method. Some of these biosensors have
also shown slightly more rapid detection than the 3 h reported in this
manuscript, but they may not become commercially successful, if they
cannot be efficiently automated and employed outside of a laboratory
setting as our DIP biosensor. Our approach is focused on the develop-
ment of a workstation for quasi-continuous monitoring of water re-
servoirs for the presence of L. pneumophila using a biosensor with stacks
of GaAs/AlGaAs nanoheterostructures for delivering a single biosensing
result per day over a 30-day period without the involvement of an
operator. Thus, we find that the 2–3 h detection time, in addition to the
time required for biofunctionalization, has to be considered attractive
for the operation of a proposed workstation. We argue that the rela-
tively simple approach of decorating bacteria with SDS, as discussed in
this report, significantly enhances the limit of detection of charge-sen-
sing semiconductor biosensors, and it paves the way towards attractive
deployment of DIP biosensors comprising stacks of GaAs/AlGaAs na-
noheterostructures for semi-automated analysis of water reservoirs for
the presence of pathogenic bacteria in remote locations.
Acknowledgments
This project was supported by the Canada Research Chair in
Quantum Semiconductors Program (JJD, Grant no. 950-220304). The
support by the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of
Canada (NSERC Discovery Grant RGPIN-2015-04448) and Strategic
Partnership Grant (NSERC SPG-2016-494057) and Magnus Chemicals
Ltd. (Boucherville, Québec) is greatly appreciated. MRA acknowledges
support from NSERC-CREATE Training Program in Integrated Sensor
Systems. NA acknowledges support from the American Heart
Association (AHA, 16DG31280010) and the National Institutes of
Health (R01-EB023052; R01HL140618). The fabrication of GaAs/
AlGaAs wafers was subsidized by CMC Microsystems (Kingston,
Canada). Technical assistance of Dr. Khalid Moumanis (Université de
Sherbrooke) and Dr. Iman Noshadi (Northeastern University) is greatly
appreciated. We also thank Prof. Thomas Webster (Northeastern
University) for kindly supplying E. coli ATCC 25922 and S. aureus ATCC
43300 bacteria, Prof. Carmel Jolicoeur (Université de Sherbrooke) and
Prof. Mansoor M. Amiji (Northeastern University) for making available
to us their zeta potential measurement setup.
Appendix A. Supplementary data
Supplementary material related to this article can be found, in the
online version, at doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2019.127007.
References
[1] R.R. Isberg, T.J. O’Connor, M. Heidtman, The Legionella pneumophila replication
vacuole: making a cosy niche inside host cells, Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 7 (2008) 13.
[2] J.W. Mercante, J.M. Winchell, Current and emerging Legionella diagnostics for
laboratory and outbreak investigations, Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 28 (2015) 95–133.
[3] A. Katsiaflaka, S. Pournaras, I. Kristo, V.A. Mouchtouri, M. Kyritsi, E. Velonakis,
et al., Epidemiological investigation of Legionella pneumophila serogroup 2 to 14
isolates from water samples by amplified fragment length polymorphism and se-
quence-based typing and detection of virulence traits, Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 82
(2016) 6102–6108.
[4] O. Lazcka, F.J.D. Campo, F.X. Muñoz, Pathogen detection: a perspective of tradi-
tional methods and biosensors, Biosens. Bioelectron. 22 (2007) 1205–1217.
[5] F. Lisdat, D. Schäfer, The use of electrochemical impedance spectroscopy for bio-
sensing, Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 391 (2008) 1555.
[6] J. Choi, T.W. Seong, M. Jeun, K.H. Lee, Field‐effect biosensors for on‐site detection:
recent advances and promising targets, Adv. Healthc. Mater. 6 (2017).
[7] F. Seker, K. Meeker, T.F. Kuech, A.B. Ellis, Surface chemistry of prototypical bulk
II−VI and III−V semiconductors and implications for chemical sensing, Chem. Rev.
100 (2000) 2505–2536.
[8] K. Rajeshwar, Fundamentals of semiconductor electrochemistry and photoelec-
trochemistry, in: A.J. Bard, M. Stratmann, S. Licht (Eds.), Encyclopedia of
Electrochemistry: Semiconductor Electrodes and Photoelectrochemistry, Wiley-
VCH Verlag GmbH, 2002.
[9] Z. Zhang, J.T. Yates Jr., Band bending in semiconductors: chemical and physical
consequences at surfaces and interfaces, Chem. Rev. 112 (2012) 5520–5551.
[10] V. Duplan, E. Frost, J.J. Dubowski, A photoluminescence-based quantum semi-
conductor biosensor for rapid in situ detection of Escherichia coli, Sens. Actuators B
Chem. 160 (2011) 46–51.
[11] M.R. Aziziyan, W.M. Hassen, D. Morris, E.H. Frost, J.J. Dubowski, Photonic bio-
sensor based on photocorrosion of GaAs/AlGaAs quantum heterostructures for de-
tection of Legionella pneumophila, Biointerphases 11 (2016) 019301.
[12] E. Nazemi, S. Aithal, W.M. Hassen, E.H. Frost, J.J. Dubowski, GaAs/AlGaAs het-
erostructure based photonic biosensor for rapid detection of Escherichia coli in
phosphate buffered saline solution, Sens. Actuators B Chem. 207 (Part A) (2015)
556–562.
[13] S. Aithal, N. Liu, J.J. Dubowski, Photocorrosion metrology of photoluminescence
emitting GaAs/AlGaAs heterostructures, J. Phys. D Appl. Phys. 50 (2017) 035106.
[14] M.R. Aziziyan, H. Sharma, J.J. Dubowski, Photo-atomic layer etching of GaAs/
AlGaAs nanoheterostructures, ACS Appl. Mater. Inter. 11 (2019) 17968–17978.
[15] S. Chen, L. Liu, J. Zhou, S. Jiang, Controlling antibody orientation on charged self-
assembled monolayers, Langmuir 19 (2003) 2859–2864.
[16] M.R. Aziziyan, W.M. Hassen, J.J. Dubowski, Electrically biased GaAs/AlGaAs het-
erostructures for enhanced detection of bacteria, Synth. Photonics Nanoscale Mater.
XIII 9737 (2016) 97370E-E-6.
[17] W.M. Hassen, H. Sanyal, M. Hammood, K. Moumanis, E.H. Frost, J.J. Dubowski,
Chemotaxis for enhanced immobilization of Escherichia coli and Legionella pneu-
mophila on biofunctionalized surfaces of GaAs, Biointerphases 11 (2016) 021004.
[18] Q. Zhang, X.-D. Wang, T. Tian, L.-Q. Chu, Incorporation of multilayered silver na-
noparticles into polymer brushes as 3-dimensional SERS substrates and their ap-
plication for bacteria detection, Appl. Surf. Sci. 407 (2017) 185–191.
[19] S. Choinière, E.H. Frost, J.J. Dubowski, Binding strategies for capturing and
growing Escherichia coli on surfaces of biosensing devices, Talanta 192 (2019)
270–277.
[20] A.T. Poortinga, R. Bos, W. Norde, H.J. Busscher, Electric double layer interactions
in bacterial adhesion to surfaces, Surf. Sci. Rep. 47 (2002) 1–32.
[21] J.G. Hurdle, A.J. O’Neill, I. Chopra, R.E. Lee, Targeting bacterial membrane func-
tion: an underexploited mechanism for treating persistent infections, Nat. Rev.
Microbiol. 9 (2010) 62.
[22] H. Yan, C. Catania, G.C. Bazan, Membrane-intercalating conjugated oligoelec-
trolytes: impact on bioelectrochemical systems, Adv. Mater. 27 (2015) 2958–2973.
[23] S. Hideshima, K. Fujita, Y. Harada, M. Tsuna, Y. Seto, S. Sekiguchi, et al., Signal
amplification in electrochemical detection of buckwheat allergenic protein using
field effect transistor biosensor by introduction of anionic surfactant, Sens. Biosens.
Res. 7 (2016) 90–94.
[24] K.R. Rupprecht, E.Z. Lang, S.D. Gregory, J.M. Bergsma, T.D. Rae, J.R. Fishpaugh, A
precise spectrophotometric method for measuring sodium dodecyl sulfate con-
centration, Anal. Biochem. 486 (2015) 78–80.
[25] E. Nazemi, S. Aithal, W.M. Hassen, E.H. Frost, J.J. Dubowski, GaAs/AlGaAs het-
erostructure based photonic biosensor for rapid detection of Escherichia coli in
phosphate buffered saline solution, Sens. Actuat. B-Chem. 207 (2015) 556–562.
[26] C.K. Kim, G.M. Marshall, M. Martin, M. Bisson-Viens, Z. Wasilewski, J.J. Dubowski,
Formation dynamics of hexadecanethiol self-assembled monolayers on (001) GaAs
observed with photoluminescence and Fourier transform infrared spectroscopies, J.
Appl. Phys. 106 (2009) 083518.
[27] D. Lepage, J.J. Dubowski, Miniaturized quantum semiconductor surface plasmon
resonance platform for detection of biological molecules, Biosensors 3 (2013)
201–210.
[28] E. Nazemi, W.M. Hassen, E.H. Frost, J.J. Dubowski, Monitoring growth and anti-
biotic susceptibility of Escherichia coli with photoluminescence of GaAs/AlGaAs
quantum well microstructures, Biosens. Bioelectron. 93 (2017) 234–240.
[29] E. Nazemi, W.M. Hassen, E.H. Frost, J.J. Dubowski, Growth of Escherichia coli on
the GaAs (001) surface, Talanta 178 (2018) 69–77.
[30] D. Lepage, A. Jimenez, J. Beauvais, J.J. Dubowski, Real-time detection of influenza
A virus using semiconductor nanoplasmonics, Light Sci. Appl. 2 (2013) e62.
M.R. Aziziyan, et al. Sensors & Actuators: B. Chemical 304 (2020) 127007
8
[31] S. Halder, K.K. Yadav, R. Sarkar, S. Mukherjee, P. Saha, S. Haldar, et al., Alteration
of Zeta potential and membrane permeability in bacteria: a study with cationic
agents, SpringerPlus 4 (2015) 672.
[32] N. Lloret, R.S. Frederiksen, T.C. Møller, N.I. Rieben, S. Upadhyay, L.D. Vico, et al.,
Effects of buffer composition and dilution on nanowire field-effect biosensors,
Nanotechnology 24 (2013) 035501.
[33] H. Sharma, K. Moumanis, J.J. Dubowski, pH-dependent photocorrosion of GaAs/
AlGaAs quantum well microstructures, J. Phys. Chem. C 120 (2016) 26129–26137.
[34] C.L. Woldringh, W. Van Iterson, Effects of treatment with sodium dodecyl sulfate on
the ultrastructure of Escherichia coli, J. Bacteriol. 111 (1972) 801–813.
[35] M. Arakha, M. Saleem, B.C. Mallick, S. Jha, The effects of interfacial potential on
antimicrobial propensity of ZnO nanoparticle, Sci. Rep. 5 (2015) 9578.
[36] M.M. Domingues, P.M. Silva, H.G. Franquelim, F.A. Carvalho, M.A.R.B. Castanho,
N.C. Santos, Antimicrobial protein rBPI21-induced surface changes on gram-nega-
tive and gram-positive bacteria, Nanomedicine: nanotechnology, Biol. Med. 10
(2014) 543–551.
[37] J.S. Hansen, A. Vararattanavech, I. Plasencia, P. Greisen Jr., J. Bomholt, J. Torres,
et al., Interaction between sodium dodecyl sulfate and membrane reconstituted
aquaporins: a comparative study of spinach SoPIP2;1 and E. Coli AqpZ, Biochim.
Biophys. Acta (BBA) – Biomembr. 1808 (2011) 2600–2607.
[38] A.K. Bhuyan, On the mechanism of SDS‐induced protein denaturation, Biopolymers
93 (2010) 186–199.
[39] U. Zähringer, Y.A. Knirel, B. Lindner, J.H. Helbig, A. Sonesson, R. Marre, et al., The
lipopolysaccharide of Legionella pneumophila serogroup 1 (strain Philadelphia 1):
chemical structure and biological significance, Prog. Clin. Biol. Res. 392 (1995)
113–139.
[40] Y.A. Knirel, A.S. Shashkov, Y.E. Tsvetkov, P.-E. Jansson, U. Zähringer, 5,7-Diamino-
3,5,7,9-Tetradeoxynon-2-Ulosonic acids in bacterial glycopolymers: chemistry and
biochemistry, Advances in Carbohydrate Chemistry and Biochemistry, Academic
Press, 2003, pp. 371–417.
[41] F. Chellat, Y. Merhi, A. Moreau, L.H. Yahia, Therapeutic potential of nanoparticu-
late systems for macrophage targeting, Biomaterials 26 (2005) 7260–7275.
[42] D.A. Haydon, The surface charge of cells and some other small particles as indicated
by electrophoresis: I. The zeta potential-surface charge relationships, Biochim.
Biophys. Acta 50 (1961) 450–457.
[43] D.A. Haydon, The surface charge of cells and some other small particles as indicated
by electrophoresis: II. The interpretation of the electrophoretic charge, Biochim.
Biophys. Acta 50 (1961) 457–462.
[44] M. Pisárčik, F. Devínsky, M. Pupák, Determination of micelle aggregation numbers
of alkyltrimethylammonium bromide and sodium dodecyl sulfate surfactants using
time-resolved fluorescence quenching, Open Chem. (2015).
[45] D. Naumann, D. Helm, H. Labischinski, Microbiological characterizations by FT-IR
spectroscopy, Nature 351 (1991) 81.
[46] J. Schmitt, H.-C. Flemming, FTIR-spectroscopy in microbial and material analysis,
Int. Biodeterior. Biodegradation 41 (1998) 1–11.
[47] S.R. Ede, U. Nithiyanantham, R.S. Gill, S. Kundu, Electrically conducting osmium
nano-chain networks with superior catalytic and SERS performance, RSC Adv. 4
(2014) 60762–60775.
[48] G.F. Schneider, B.F. Shaw, A. Lee, E. Carillho, G.M. Whitesides, Pathway for un-
folding of ubiquitin in sodium dodecyl sulfate, studied by capillary electrophoresis,
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 130 (2008) 17384–17393.
[49] F. Shafa, M.R.J. Salton, Disaggregation of bacterial cell walls by anionic detergents,
Microbiology 23 (1960) 137–141.
[50] H. Gerischer, Electrolytic decomposition and photodecomposition of compound
semiconductors in contact with electrolytes, J. Vac. Sci. Technol. 15 (1978)
1422–1428.
[51] R.H. Wilson, A model for the current‐voltage curve of photoexcited semiconductor
electrodes, J. Appl. Phys. 48 (1977) 4292–4297.
[52] M.V. Lebedev, T. Masuda, K. Uosaki, Charge transport at the interface of n-GaAs
(100) with an aqueous HCl solution: electrochemical impedance spectroscopy
study, Semiconductors 46 (2012) 471–477.
[53] T.H. Gfroerer, Photoluminescence in analysis of surfaces and interfaces, in:
R.A. Meyers (Ed.), Encyclopedia of Analytical Chemistry, John Wiley & Sons Ltd.,
Chichester, UK, 2006, pp. 9209–9231.
[54] E.A. Miller, G.L. Richmond, Photocorrosion of n-GaAs and passivation by Na{sub 2}
S: A comparison of the (100), (110), and (111)B faces, J. Phys. Chem. B: Mater. Surf.
Interfaces Biophys. 101 (14) (1997) 2669–2677 Other Information: PBD: 3 Apr
1997,Medium: X; Size.
[55] H.S. Hilal, J.A. Turner, Controlling charge-transfer processes at semiconductor/li-
quid junctions, Electrochim. Acta 51 (2006) 6487–6497.
[56] Z. Zhang, J.T. Yates, Effect of adsorbed donor and acceptor molecules on Electron
stimulated desorption: O2/TiO2(110), J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 1 (2010) 2185–2188.
[57] L. Boulangé-Petermann, M.-N. Bellon-Fontaine, B. Baroux, An electrochemical
method for assessing biodeposition on stainless steel, J. Microbiol. Methods 21
(1995) 83–96.
[58] A.T. Poortinga, R. Bos, H.J. Busscher, Measurement of charge transfer during bac-
terial adhesion to an indium tin oxide surface in a parallel plate flow chamber, J.
Microbiol. Method 38 (1999) 183–189.
[59] E. Stern, R. Wagner, F.J. Sigworth, R. Breaker, T.M. Fahmy, M.A. Reed, Importance
of the debye screening length on nanowire field effect transistor sensors, Nano Lett.
7 (2007) 3405–3409.
[60] L. Frolov, Y. Rosenwaks, S. Richter, C. Carmeli, I. Carmeli, Photoelectric junctions
between GaAs and photosynthetic reaction center protein, J. Phys. Chem. C 112
(2008) 13426–13430.
[61] T.-W. Kim, G. Wang, H. Song, N.-J. Choi, H. Lee, T. Lee, Charge transport of al-
kanethiol self-assembled monolayers in micro-via hole devices, J. Nanosci.
Nanotechnol. 6 (2006) 3487–3490.
[62] J.J. Dubowski, O. Voznyy, G.M. Marshall, Molecular self-assembly and passivation
of GaAs (001) with alkanethiol monolayers: a view towards bio-functionalization,
Appl. Surf. Sci. 256 (2010) 5714–5721.
[63] A. Wunderlich, C. Torggler, D. Elsasser, C. Luck, R. Niessner, M. Seidel, Rapid
quantification method for Legionella pneumophila in surface water, Anal. Bioanal.
Chem. 408 (2016) 2203–2213.
[64] H. Inoue, T. Iwasawa, Y. Saruwatari, K. Agata, Improved acid pretreatment for the
detection of Legionella species from environmental water samples using the plate
culture method, Biocontrol Sci. 9 (2004) 43–50.
[65] M.A. Morales, J.M. Halpern, Guide to selecting a biorecognition element for bio-
sensors, Bioconjug. Chem. 29 (2018) 3231–3239.
[66] C. Fredolini, S. Bystrom, L. Sanchez-Rivera, M. Ioannou, D. Tamburro, F. Ponten,
et al., Systematic assessment of antibody selectivity in plasma based on a resource
of enrichment profiles, Sci. Rep. 9 (2019) 8324.
[67] N. Li, A. Brahmendra, A.J. Veloso, A. Prashar, X.R. Cheng, V.W.S. Hung, et al.,
Disposable immunochips for the detection of Legionella pneumophila using elec-
trochemical impedance spectroscopy, Anal. Chem. 84 (2012) 3485–3488.
[68] K.F. Lei, P.H.M. Leung, Microelectrode array biosensor for the detection of
Legionella pneumophila, Microelectron. Eng. 91 (2012) 174–177.
[69] D.L. Enrico, M.G. Manera, G. Montagna, F. Cimaglia, M. Chiesa, P. Poltronieri,
et al., SPR based immunosensor for detection of Legionella pneumophila in water
samples, Opt. Commun. 294 (2013) 420–426.
[70] A.M. Foudeh, D. Brassard, M. Tabrizian, T. Veres, Rapid and multiplex detection of
Legionella’s RNA using digital microfluidics, Lab Chip 15 (2015) 1609–1618.
[71] M. Martin, P. Salazar, C. Jimenez, M. Lecuona, M.J. Ramos, J. Ode, et al., Rapid
Legionella pneumophila determination based on a disposable core-shell Fe(3)O(4)
@poly(dopamine) magnetic nanoparticles immunoplatform, Anal. Chim. Acta 887
(2015) 51–58.
Mohammad Reza Aziziyan obtained his MSc degree in Physics of Semiconductors and
Optoelectronics (2012) from Tarbiat Modares University (Tehran, Iran). He completed his
PhD in Electrical Engineering (2018) at Université de Sherbrooke (Québec, Canada) and
his research was focused on nanotechnology of quantum semiconductors for photonic bio-
sensing of bacteria. He is currently Research Associate and R&D Leader at
Interdisciplinary Institute for Technological Innovation (3IT) and he works on clean en-
ergy production and energy storage systems based on Graphene as well as group IV and
III-V semiconductors.
Walid M. Hassen obtained MSc diploma in 2006 from the National Institute of Applied
Science and Technology, Tunis (Tunisia). In 2009, he received PhD from the Claude-
Bernard University, Lyon (France) for developing a microfluidic system and an electro-
chemical biosensor for detection of bacteria. In 2012, he completed his postdoctoral
studies in the Laboratory for Quantum Semiconductors and Photon- based
BioNanotechnology (QSPBN) of the Université de Sherbrooke (Québec, Canada) where he
investigated aptamer-based technology for detection of small biomolecules. Currently, he
continues his research in the QSPBN Laboratory as a Research Associate developing ad-
vanced methods of biofunctionalization of surfaces of metals and semiconductors for
detection of bacteria, viruses and small biomolecules employing surface plasmon re-
sonance, electrochemical impedance spectroscopy and photoluminescence monitored
digital photocorrosion techniques.
Hemant Sharma obtained MSc in Chemistry (2007) from Panjab University (Chandigarh,
India) and PhD in Supramolecular Chemistry (2015) at Indian Institute of Technology
Ropar (India). After spending 3 years in postdoctoral research at Université de Sherbrooke
(Québec, Canada) and Deakin University, Australia, he joined Deakin University as
Chemistry Lecturer at Burwood campus, Melbourne. His main area of research includes
synthesis of organic compounds for biomolecules imaging and design of nanomaterial-
based sensors for the detection of physiological and environmental related analytes.
Ehsan Shirzaei Sani is a Ph.D. candidate in the Chemical and Biomolecular Engineering
Department at the University of California, Los Angeles. He Obtained his MSc degree from
Sharif University of Technology (Tehran, Iran), and his BSc degree from University of
Sistan and Baluchestan (Zahedan, Iran). His research is focused on the development of
multifunctional hydrogel-based bio-adhesive platforms for suture-less sealing and repair
of soft and hard tissues.
Nasim Annabi obtained her BS (2002) and MS (2004) degrees in Chemical Engineering.
In 2010, she received a PhD in Chemical Engineering/Bioengineering from the University
of Sydney (Australia). From 2011–2014, she was a postdoctoral fellow at Harvard and the
Wyss Institute for Biologically Inspired Engineering. She joined the faculty at Brigham
and Women’s Hospital (BWH) at Harvard Medical School (2014) as an instructor in
medicine for a year before starting her tenure track position at Northeastern University
(2015). In July 2018, Dr. Annabi and her research team joined the Department of
Chemical and Biomolecular Engineering at University of California, Los Angeles (UCLA).
Her group at UCLA design and engineer advanced biomaterials for regenerative medicine.
Her research focuses on understanding cell-biomaterial interactions, as well as the de-
velopment of microfabricated hydrogels and cell-laden protein-based biomaterials for
tissue engineering.
Eric H. Frost obtained MSc degree in 1973 and PhD in 1975 from the Faculty of Medicine
of the Université de Sherbrooke (Québec, Canada) in the field of Microbiology. He then
completed postdoctoral studies in viral genetics at the Institute of Virology (Glasgow,
United Kingdom) until 1977. After 5 years at the Montreal Cancer Institute (affiliated
M.R. Aziziyan, et al. Sensors & Actuators: B. Chemical 304 (2020) 127007
9
with the Université de Montréal) and 6 years at the Centre Inter- national de Recherches
Médicales de Franceville (Gabon), he returned to Canada as Microbiologist in the clinical
microbiology laboratory of the Centre Hospitalier Universitaire de Sherbrooke. He is a
Full Professor in the Department of Microbi- ology and Infectiology of the Faculty of
Medicine of the Université de Sherbrooke (Québec, Canada). His main areas of research
include the adaptation of molecular methods to microbiological diagnostic problems in
clinical settings and the use of molecular diagnostic methods to help understand the role
of microorganisms in the epidemiology of diseases.
Jan J. Dubowski obtained MSc in solid state physics (1972) from the University of
Wroclaw (Poland) and PhD in semiconductor physics (1978) completed at the Polish
Academy of Sciences in Warsaw (Poland). After spending 21 years of his research career
at the National Research Council of Canada (Ottawa), he joined the Faculty of
Engineering of the Université de Sherbrooke (Québec, Canada) where he holds the po-
sition of a Full Professor. Since 2003, he has been carrying out an innovative research
focused on exploring optical properties of epitaxial nanoheterostructures of III-V semi-
conductors for sensing of surface immobilized electrically charged biomolecules. He has
published over 200 research papers, reviews, book chapters and conference proceedings,
and he is a holder of 6 international patents. He is a Fellow of SPIE – the International
Society for Optics and Photonics, and a member of the Canadian Association of Physicists
and the American Physical Society.
M.R. Aziziyan, et al. Sensors & Actuators: B. Chemical 304 (2020) 127007
10
